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(57) ABSTRACT 

An anti-spamming agent ?lters incoming email messages to 
eliminate unsolicited and unwanted email messages, par 
ticularly bulk email messages commonly known as spam. 
The anti-spamming agent gives all incoming mail messages 
a score and processes the messages based on the message 
score. Messages receiving a qualifying score are forwarded 
to the user. All other messages are either discarded or 
quarantined while the anti-spamming agent performs further 
authorization procedures, such as a challenge-response pro 
cedure. When a message from an unknown sender is 
received, a veri?ed mail registry may be queried to authen 
ticate the sender, and the mail may be processed based on the 
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22, 2003. response from the veri?ed mail registry. 

_____ ruunnnnnnnn‘l 

MACHINE MAIL SERVERK 32 : 
I l 

MUA 1 > MTA ' 
l I 

j A E i 
E 40 | 

.319 ............. f i 
l 

16, 24 

USER 

V [38 
REMOTE MAILBOX 
ACCESS SERVER 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 

MAILBOXES : 
l 
| 
| 
| 
I 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 



Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 1 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 A1 

F .GE 
min 

.EZNEPZ 
RN 



Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 2 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 Al 

N .QI 

(.52 A 



US 2005/0044155 A1 

ti 
Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 3 0f 11 

@L 

m, .m?k 

_ M550 

205302 H802 wwzwj/Eo 
\ i 

8 

‘ 

<92 A 53002 "ESE 





Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 5 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 A1 

oh 1 

wmoow ézc SE30 
m2 / m2 

, \ 

I022 

mww?awo?mwwq zwmt? 22200 20 
$93 50% E602 

8; \w? 
m 5502 Em: 10?: 22200 20 wmoow E602 59E wmoow E502 

E 

#E/ \ 

T622 ZEEE 20 

N E3002 1%: Qww<m E08 E50: 
E03 E50: \NE NE 522 wwwmog zo / 59B wmoow E502 

P 5802 mum: wmoow E502 

0 OF 

$58: 1mm: @352 $68 wo<wwm=>_ Em 



US 2005/0044155 A1 Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 6 0f 11 



Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 7 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 A1 

A 

I | | | | | | | | | I | l I i i l | l | | l IIIJ 

vmw \ _O2 



Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 8 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 A1 

» 

Sm 

“ m 

$1 a w 

n _ n " 

» PI WED/‘MI EOWE mQOO ZOF<NEOIPD< .roéhxw 21 A 
mom k 

a \vow # \Nom 



Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 9 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 A1 

» 

y ogk 

A 

wow \ 

5L » 5k * 



Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 10 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 A1 

2 .UI 

(ow 

“MU ..................................... .. 

> K mow 



Patent Application Publication Feb. 24, 2005 Sheet 11 0f 11 US 2005/0044155 A1 

.lllllllllllIl-lulllllnln'lll 
V 

wOn_ 

m5 
J 

wwZOmwmE 
Em/ a 

M @B/ a 

I. .QI 

Owz 

wwm K \ 0% mm; 7 
» OmZmOml .EMDOmE 

mom K mm>mww mm_>> 

OZ 

emk a 

hwwDOmm O._.2_ wOOO >M<MOn=>EP hmmwz 
womk _ 

mww>>Omm mm_>> mEwmD 



US 2005/0044155 A1 

METHOD OF AUTHORIZING EMAIL SENDERS 

[0001] This application claims priority under 35 USC § 
119(e) from the following US. provisional application: 
Application Ser. No. 60/497,446 ?led on Aug. 22, 2003. This 
application is incorporated in its entirety by reference herein. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

[0002] The present invention relates generally to systems 
and methods of ?ltering unWanted electronic mail messages, 
commonly referred to as spam. Unsolicited bulk email, 
commonly knoWn as spam, is a groWing problem in the 
United States. It is estimated that spam accounts for over 
60% on average of all email traf?c. Consequently, an aver 
age user noW has more unWanted messages than Wanted 
ones in his or her “In Box.” The massive amount of 
unWanted email creates burdens, not only on end users Who 
are forced to sift through and sort their mail, but also on 
netWork administrators and the infrastructure for carrying 
email. Unfortunately, the economics of the Internet encour 
age spammers. The cost of obtaining a list of email addresses 
and sending bulk email messages is extremely loW. Conse 
quently, spammers can earn a pro?t With response rates as 
loW as 1 in 100,000. While there is some movement to pass 
legislation banning spam, such legislation is not likely to end 
spamming. The only viable solution to the spamming prob 
lem is a technological solution that prevents unsolicited bulk 
email from reaching their target. 

[0003] Challenge response systems are known for ?ltering 
junk mail messages. In conventional challenge-response 
systems, the addresses of knoWn mail senders are stored in 
either an “accept list” or a “deny list.” Mail from senders on 
the deny list are blocked, While mail from senders on the 
accept list are delivered. The mail server sends a challenge 
to unknoWn mail senders and quarantines their mail pending 
the outcome of the challenge. If a correct response to the 
challenge is received, the quarantined mail is delivered and 
the sender is added to the accept list. If a correct response to 
the challenge is not received Within a predetermined time, 
the mail is discarded and the sender may be added to the 
deny list. Challenge-response mail systems are described in 
US. Pat. No. 6,199,102 to Cobb; US. Pat. No. 6,112,227 to 
Heiner; US. Pat. No. 6,546,416 to Kirsch; and US. Pat. No. 
6,691,156 to Drummond et al, Which are incorporated herein 
by reference. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

[0004] The present invention provides an auto authoriZa 
tion procedure for a challenge-response system that enables 
a ?rst user to authoriZe a second user to send mail to the ?rst 

user. When the ?rst user sends an email message to the 
second user, the ?rst user’s mail client sends an authoriZa 
tion request to the ?rst user’s mail server. The mail server 
then authoriZes the second user to send mail to the ?rst user. 
Alternatively, the mail server may be programmed to auto 
matically authoriZe recipients of mail from the ?rst user to 
send mail to the ?rst user. AuthoriZation may comprise 
adding the ?rst user to an accept list in conventional chal 
lenge response systems, or assigning a qualifying score to 
the ?rst user in a score based challenge response system as 
described herein. 

[0005] The present invention also provides a pre-authori 
Zation procedure for a challenge-response system enabling a 
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?rst user to register With a second user’s mail server so that 
the ?rst user Will not be challenged When sending mail to the 
second user. The ?rst user sends a preauthoriZation request 
to the second user’s mail server to initiate an authoriZation 
procedure. Upon successful completion of the authoriZation 
procedure, the second user’s mail server takes the necessary 
action to authoriZe mail from the ?rst user to the second user. 
AuthoriZation may comprise adding the ?rst user to an 
accept list in conventional challenge response systems, or 
assigning a qualifying score to the ?rst user in a score based 
challenge response system as described herein. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0006] FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary computer netWork 
including mail clients and mail servers for delivering elec 
tronic mail messages betWeen computers. 

[0007] FIG. 2 illustrates the basic elements and interop 
eration of mail clients and mail servers according to one 
exemplary embodiment of the invention. 

[0008] FIG. 3 illustrates the basic elements of an exem 
plary anti-spamming agent for the mail servers. 

[0009] FIG. 4 illustrates an exemplary procedure used by 
the anti-spamming agent for ?ltering and scoring incoming 
mail messages FIG. 5 illustrates an exemplary message 
scoring procedure used by the anti-spamming agent. 

[0010] FIG. 6 illustrates an exemplary auto-authoriZation 
procedure implemented by the mail servers and mail clients. 

[0011] FIG. 7 illustrates an exemplary pre-authoriZation 
procedure implemented by the mail servers and mail clients. 

[0012] FIG. 8 illustrates an exemplary loop prevention 
procedure implemented by the mail clients and mail servers. 

[0013] FIGS. 9 and 10 illustrate an exemplary veri?cation 
procedure using a veri?ed mail registry. 

[0014] FIG. 11 illustrates an exemplary communication 
netWork including a Web registry to verify user’s trying to 
access a Web server. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
INVENTION 

[0015] FIG. 1 illustrates a computer netWork 10 in Which 
the present invention may be implemented. The computer 
netWork 10 comprises ?rst and second local area netWorks 
(LANs) 12 and 20. The ?rst LAN 12 comprises a plurality 
of client machines 14 and a mail server 16 connected to a 
gateWay 18. The second LAN 20 likeWise comprises a 
plurality of client machines 22 and mail server 24 connected 
to a gateWay 26. NetWork 10 further includes a registry 
server 28 connected to a gateWay 27. The function of the 
registry server is to provide a registry for email users and to 
provide veri?cation services to mail servers to facilitate 
email delivery Without inconvenience to the mail sender. 
GateWays 18, 26 and 27 provide connection to the Internet 
or other internet or intranet 24, and provide a ?reWall to 
prevent unWanted intrusion to LAN s 12 and 20, and registry 
server 28. 

[0016] Each client machine 14, 22 may comprise for 
example a personal computer, such as a desktop computer, 
laptop computer or notebook computer, Internet appliance, 
or pervasive computing device, such as a palm computer, 
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personal digital assistant (PDA), or mobile telephone. The 
client machines 14, 22 may include any knoWn operating 
system, such as IBM OS/2, WindoWs 9x, WindoWs NT, 
WindoWs 2000, WindoWs XP, WindoWs CE, Palm OS, 
Macintosh OSX, Unix, or Linux. The client machines 14, 22 
typically include a suite of Internet applications or tools, 
such as a Web broWser and mail client. The mail client is 
sometimes referred to as a mail user agent (MUA). Common 
Web broWser applications include Netscape’s Navigator, 
Microsoft’s Internet Explorer, and Apple’s Safari, all of 
Which include support for Java Virtual Machine (JVM) and 
various plug-ins or helper applications. Common mail cli 
ents include Microsoft’s Outlook, Outlook Express and 
Entourage, Lotus Notes, and Eudora. Mail servers 16, 24 
comprise a computer, such as a Workstation computer, 
minicomputer, or desktop computer, including a server 
operating system, such as Microsoft Small Business Server, 
Macintosh OSX Server, Unix, or Linux. Servers 16, 24 
further include a mail server application, such as sendmail or 
Microsoft Exchange. 
[0017] FIG. 2 illustrates the entities typically involved in 
the delivery of email form one computer to another. Email 
functions can be divided into ?ve logical parts: a mail user 
agent (MUA) 30, a mail transport agent (MTA) 32, a mail 
delivery agent (MDA) 34, a message queue 36, and a remote 
mailbox access server 38. The MUA 30 is typically part of 
a mail client application on a client machine 14, 20. The 
MTA 32, MDA 34, message queue 36 and remote mailbox 
access server 38 are part of the mail server application on 
mail servers 16, 24. The MUA 30 handles all tasks related 
to the creation and addressing of outgoing mail messages, 
and retrieves incoming mail messages from a mail server 16, 
24. The MTA 32 manages the process of transferring mail 
betWeen computers and the MDA 34 delivers mail to indi 
vidual user mailboxes in the message queue 36. The mes 
sage queue 36 is a local ?le system on a hard disk or other 
memory device containing individual user mailboxes for 
storing incoming and outgoing mail messages. The remote 
mailbox access server 38 provides the user access to mail 
stored in the user mailbox using a remote mailbox access 
protocol, such as IMAP or POP3. According to the present 
invention, mail servers 16 and 22 further include an anti 
spamming agent 40, Which may be integrated With the MTA 
32 and/or MDA34. The function of the anti-spamming agent 
40 is to ?lter unWanted bulk emails from the incoming mail. 

[0018] FIG. 3 illustrates the basic elements of the anti 
spamming agent 40. The anti-spamming agent 40 includes a 
?lter module 42, a challenge module 44, a queue manager 
46, a scoring module 48 and an isolation queue 50. The ?lter 
module 42 receives incoming mail messages, scores the 
messages, and processes the messages depending on the 
message score. The ?lter module 42 passes messages receiv 
ing a qualifying score to the MDA 34 for delivery to the 
user’s mailboxes and discards mail messages that receive a 
disqualifying score. Messages receiving a score betWeen the 
qualifying and disqualifying score are quarantined in isola 
tion queue 50. The challenge module 44 issues challenges to 
senders of mail messages sent to the isolation queue 50 and 
processes any responses. The purpose of the challenge is to 
give the sender an opportunity to take some action to ensure 
delivery of his or her mail message. The queue manager 46 
manages mail messages in the isolation queue. It may 
reevaluate message scores of quarantined messages respon 
sive to certain events, and delete messages that fail to 
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receive a qualifying score Within a predetermined time 
period. The scoring module 48 is responsible for tasks 
related to maintenance of scores used to compute the mes 
sage score. A sender’s score is given to all knoWn sender 
addresses and stored in a database 132 (FIG. 4). The 
sender’s score is used by the ?lter module 42 to compute 
message scores for incoming messages. The scoring module 
48 updates the senders’ scores responsive to both favorable 
and unfavorable events. In addition to sender’s scores, the 
scoring database may store address patterns, domains, and 
domain patterns With associated scores that can be used to 
compute message scores for incoming mail messages. 

[0019] The folloWing discussion explains the operation of 
the anti-spamming agent 40. For purposes of discussion, it 
is assumed that a ?rst user at a client machine 14, Who is 
referred to herein as Adam, is sending mail to a second user 
at a client machine 20, Who shall be referred to as Bob. Mail 
server 16 is Adam’s mail server, and mail server 24 is Bob’s 
mail server. The basic operations of the mail servers 16, 24 
include scoring and ?ltering unWanted bulk email, pre 
authoriZation and auto-authoriZation to minimiZe inconve 
nience to users, and detection of challenge messages to 
prevent endless challenge loops. In another embodiment, the 
mail servers 16, 24 may optionally perform a veri?cation 
procedure prior to ?ltering. If the incoming mail is from a 
veri?ed sender, the incoming message can be processed 
normally Without ?ltering. 

Scoring and Filtering Unwanted Messages 

[0020] FIG. 4 illustrates hoW incoming mail messages are 
processed by mail servers 16, 24. Incoming mail M is input 
to the anti-spamming agent 40 by the MTA 32. The ?lter 
module 42 generates a score for each incoming mail mes 
sage (block 102) based at least in part on the sender’s 
address and compares the computed score to one or more 

thresholds (blocks 104, 108). Other parameters, such as the 
message content, may also be considered in generating the 
message score. The scoring routine is shoWn in FIG. 5 and 
is described in more detail beloW. The exemplary embodi 
ment has a positive threshold for qualifying mail and a 
negative threshold for disqualifying mail. The thresholds 
may be set by the user. If the computed score is beloW the 
negative threshold (block 104), the ?lter module 32 discards 
the message (block 106). If the computed score is greater 
than the positive threshold (block 108), the ?lter module 42 
passes the incoming message to a MDA 34 (block 110), 
Which delivers the message to the user’s mailbox in the 
message queue 36. Mail messages receiving a score betWeen 
the thresholds are quarantined (block 112). Quarantined 
messages are subject to further processing by the challenge 
module 44 and queue manager 46 as described beloW. The 
message remains in the isolation queue until a qualifying 
score is obtained, or it is deleted from the system after 
remaining in the isolation queue for a predetermined time 
period. If the message achieves a qualifying score, it is 
forWarded to the MDA (block 128). If the message fails to 
achieve a qualifying score, it is deleted from the isolation 
queue (block 126). 
[0021] Processing of incoming mail messages ends With 
the updating of the scoring database by the scoring module 
48 (block 130). As note above, the scoring database stores 
the email addresses of mail senders and a corresponding 
sender’s score for each address. The sender’s score is used 
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to compute the score of incoming messages. If a mail 
message is delivered (block 110 or block 128), the message 
score is incremented by a predetermined amount, Which may 
be a ?xed amount or by a user con?gurable amount. Simi 

larly, if a mail message is discarded (block 106) or deleted 
(block 126), the message score is decremented by a prede 
termined amount, or by a user con?gurable amount. The 
?nal message score is then assigned to the sender and stored 
in the scoring database as the sender’s score. If the sender’s 
address already exists in the scoring database, the sender’s 
score is modi?ed to be equal to the ?nal message score for 
the incoming mail message. If the sender’s address does not 
exist in the scoring database, the sender’s address is added 
to the database and initialiZed to be equal to the ?nal 
message score of the incoming mail message. 

[0022] When a message is quarantined, the challenge 
module 44 sends a challenge message to the sender (block 
114) notifying the sender that the message has been quar 
antined. The challenge message includes instructions on 
hoW to improve the quarantined message’s score so that the 
sender can take appropriate action to ensure ?nal delivery of 
his or her message. The sender of the quarantined message 
may attempt to improve the score of his or her message by 
sending a correct response to the challenge. The challenge 
module 44 processes any responses to the challenge and 
determines if a correct response is received (block 116). 
Challenge responses may consist of replying to an e-mail 
question, completing an online form, or other similar action 
designed to ensure the sender is not a computer, and there 
fore probably not a spammer. As Will be described in more 
detail beloW, the challenge message may include a special 
header so that other anti-spamming agents can identify the 
noti?cation message as an auto-generated message and not 
send a challenge in response to the challenge message. 
Additionally, if the ?lter module detects authoriZation-codes 
in the sender’s original message, the authoriZation code may 
be sent in the reply in a special authoriZation code header, as 
discussed in more detail beloW. 

[0023] If a sender provides a correct response to the 
challenge message, the queue manager 46 Will reevaluate the 
message score (blocks 120, 122). For example, the queue 
manager 46 may add a user-con?gurable number of points 
to the existing message score (block 120) and compare the 
neW score to the positive threshold (block 122). The quar 
antined message remains in the isolation queue until it 
receives a qualifying score (above the positive threshold), or 
until a timer expires (block 124). If the message receives a 
qualifying score before the timer expires, the queue manager 
46 passes the message to the MDA 34 (block 128). If the 
timer expires before a qualifying score is received, the queue 
manager 46 deletes the message (block 126). 

[0024] Whenever a message is delivered to the MDA 34, 
the queue manager 46 checks for other quarantined mes 
sages from the same sender in the isolation queue (block 
118). The qualifying message’s score may be added to any 
quarantined messages having the same address as the quali 
fying message (block 120). The queue manager Will pass 
any quarantined message that obtains a qualifying score 
(block 122) to the MDA 34 (block 128) as previously 
described. Alternatively, the queue manager 46 may simply 
forWard any messages With matching addresses to the MDA 
34. 
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[0025] FIG. 5 illustrates an exemplary message scoring 
procedure that may be implemented at block 102 of FIG. 4. 
An incoming e-mail starts With a score of 0 (block 150). The 
sender’s address is ?rst determined from the mail message 
headers. In the case of multiple headers (i.e. from, reply-to, 
return-path) With different addresses, each address may 
optionally be scored and the higher (or loWer score) may be 
used to determine the message score. The scoring starts by 
looking for an exact match on the address in the database 
132, Which may comprise an individual user database or 
alternatively an enterprise database for corporate users 
(block 152). If an exact match is found, the score of the 
matching address is added to the current message score. The 
address is then compared against any e-mail patterns in the 
user’s database (block 154) (i.e. *offers*@*, *@bestoffer 
s.com). If a match is found, the pattern’s score is then added 
to the current score. The domain part of the sender’s address 
is then compared to domains in the user’s database (block 
156). If a match is found, the domain’s score is then added 
to the current message score. The domain part of the address 
is then compared to domain patterns in the user’s database 
(block 158) (i.e. *offerscom, *.emailmarketing.com, 
*offers*). If a match is found, the score of the domain 
pattern is added to the current message score. 

[0026] After the four address comparisons are made, 
optional user modules (block 160) are called sequentially 
and the output score of each module is added to the current 
message score. Modules 160 have the capability of exam 
ining the full message body and headers and returning a 
score based on any conceivable criteria. Some modules, for 
example, might compare the originating mail server to a list 
of knoWn spam servers. Others might look for keywords in 
the message body and generate a score based on their 
frequency. Each user module 160 examines the incoming 
mail message and modi?es the message score (blocks 162 
168) and the ?nal score is output (block 170). 

Auto-AuthoriZation 

[0027] FIG. 6 illustrates an exemplary auto-authoriZation 
procedure for automatically authoriZing a mail server to 
receive mail from a designated sender. The procedure may 
be used in combination With the challenge-response system 
described in FIG. 4 or With conventional challenge-response 
systems. It is assumed that Adam Wants to authoriZe persons 
to Whom Adam sends mail. Auto-authoriZation lessens the 
inconvenience to persons With Whom Adam initiates com 
munication. In this example, the Adam’s mail client 14 
automatically authoriZes the Adam’s mail server 16 to 
accept mail message from anyone to Whom Adam sends a 
message. 

[0028] Adam composes a standard e-mail message in an 
email client (block 202). The email client may be an 
intelligent email client that keeps a local database of all 
addresses that Adam has authoriZed and only perform auto 
authoriZation if it knoWs the recipient of the neWly com 
posed message has not previously been authoriZed (block 
204). Thus, if the recipient of the neW message is already in 
the local database, the auto-authoriZing procedure ends 
(block 212). Auto-authoriZing a recipient Who is already 
authoriZed, hoWever, Will cause no problems and Will simply 
be ignored by the sender’s mail server 16. 

[0029] If the recipient is not in the local database, or if 
Adam’s mail client doesn’t use have a local database, 
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Adam’s mail client 14 sends a query to Adam’s mail server 
16 (block 206). The purpose of the “query” is to determine 
if the recipient is authorized to send messages to Adam. The 
query contains information to identify the message as a 
query, Adam’s address, and the recipient’s address. The mail 
server 16 preferably maintains a list of persons authoriZed to 
send mail to Adam. Persons authoriZed to send messages 
may be identi?ed in an explicit “accept list,” or may be 
identi?ed as those senders stored in the scoring database 
With a qualifying score. The mail server 16 determines if 
Bob is authoriZed to send mail messages to Adam (block 
214) and sends a reply to the query back to Adam’s mail 
client indicating Whether the recipient is authoriZed. In some 
mail server applications, the addresses of authoriZed senders 
may be stored in an “accept-list.” In mail server applications 
that employ some form of scoring system as described 
above, a sender is considered authoriZed if the sender’s score 
is above the qualifying threshold used by the mail server. If 
the recipient is authoriZed, the procedure ends (block 212). 

[0030] If the recipient is not currently authoriZed, Adam’s 
mail client sends an authoriZation command to Adam’s mail 
server (block 208). The authoriZation command contains 
information identifying the message as an authoriZation 
command, Adam’s account and passWord, and the recipient 
to be authoriZed. If the recipient is not already authoriZed 
and the authoriZation message contains a valid user’s 
account and passWord, the mail server 16 takes appropriate 
action (dependent on the speci?cs of the anti-spam softWare) 
to ensure the speci?ed recipient is authorized to send to 
Adam’s mail account (block 216). In some mail server 
applications, the mail server 16 may simply add the recipi 
ent’s address to an “accept list” containing the addresses of 
authoriZed mail senders. In other mail server applications 
that employ a scoring system as described above, the mail 
server 16 may give the sender a score that ensures any mail 
messages from the sender Will be authoriZed. The mail 
server 16 sends back an af?rmative response (block 218) (or 
negative in the event of passWord errors) so that the mail 
client 14 knoWs the auto-authoriZation Was successful. For 
non-successful authoriZations, the mail client 14 may Want 
to notify the user so the user can take appropriate action. If 
the recipient is currently authoriZed, auto-authoriZation is 
not required and the mail server 16 Will ignore the autho 
riZation command, but may send a positive acknoWledge 
ment to Adam’s mail client 14 (block 218). In this case, no 
further action is required by the mail server 16 to ensure the 
recipient can successfully reply to the sender. Intelligent 
mail clients Will update the local database (block 210) 
responsive to the acknowledgement from the mail server 16. 

Pre-AuthoriZation 

[0031] FIG. 7 illustrates a procedure that alloWs Adam to 
register as an authoriZed sender With Bob’s mail server so 
that Adam can send messages to Bob. The procedure may be 
used in combination With the challenge-response system 
described in FIG. 4 or With other challenge-response sys 
tems. 

[0032] Adam composes a standard e-mail message in a 
mail client 14 (block 250), Which is addressed to Bob. 
Adam’s mail client 14 may optionally keep a local copy of 
all addresses for Which Adam has been authoriZed and 
perform pre-authoriZation only if it knoWs the recipient has 
not previously authoriZed Adam (block 252). Pre-authori 
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Zation for a recipient Who has already authoriZed the user 
Will cause no problems and Will simply be ignored by the 
recipient’s mail server. If Adam is already authoriZed to send 
mail messages to Bob, pre-authoriZation is not required and 
no further action is required by Adam’s mail client 14 to 
ensure delivery of the Adam’s messages to Bob (block 272). 

[0033] If Adam has not previously been authoriZed to send 
messages to Bob, Adam’s mail client 14 sends a query to the 
Bob’s mail server 24 (block 254). The query message 
contains information to identify the message as a query 
message, Adam’s address, and the recipient’s address, Which 
in this eXample is Bob’s address. The purpose of the “query” 
command is to determine if Bob’s mail server is authoriZed 
to receive messages for Bob from Adam. Adam’s mail client 
then Waits for a response from Bob’s mail server 24. 

[0034] Bob’s mail server 24 determines Whether it is 
authoriZed to receive mail for Bob from Adam (block 256). 
In some mail server applications, the addresses of authoriZed 
senders Will be stored in a “accept list.” In mail server 
applications that employ some form of scoring system as 
described above, a sender is considered authoriZed if the 
sender’s score is above the qualifying threshold used by the 
mail server 24. If Adam is currently authoriZed, Adams’ mail 
client 14 is noti?ed and the procedure ends (block 272). If 
Adam is not currently authoriZed, Adam’s mail client 14 Will 
be noti?ed and Will send an authoriZation request to the 
Bob’s mail server 24 (block 258). The authoriZation request 
contains information identifying the message as an autho 
riZation request, Adam’s email address, and may specify a 
preferred challenge method. Challenge methods are prefer 
ably standardiZed and Will relate to authoriZation schemes 
such as ansWering a question or completing an online form 
that are not likely to be completed successfully by a non 
human sender. If the preferred challenge method is not 
supported or not available for Bob’s account, Bob’s mail 
server 24 may reply With a negative response. It is then up 
to the Adam’s mail client to resend the authoriZation request 
to request a different challenge method as Bob’s mail server 
24 simply responds and considers the matter closed. The 
mail client may not support all current authoriZation 
schemes and can send additional authoriZation requests until 
one is found that is supported by Bob’s mail server. If none 
are found, the Adam’s mail client 14 Will display an appro 
priate message to inform Adam that pre-authoriZation has 
failed. 

[0035] If Adam’s mail client 14 sends an authoriZation 
request that is supported by Bob’s mail server 24, Bob’s 
mail server 24 replies With a challenge message (block 260). 
The contents of the challenge message Will depend on the 
type of challenge requested. For eXample, if Adam’s mail 
client requested a teXt-based question, the challenge mes 
sage Will include a teXt-based question in the data portion of 
the challenge message. Adam’s mail client 14 Would then 
present the question to Adam and send Adam’s challenge 
response back to Bob’s mail server 24 (block 262). Each 
challenge method Will have a different mechanism for 
authoriZation but no matter the scheme, Adam’s mail client 
14 Will take appropriate action (i.e. displaying an error 
message to the user, ask to try again, etc.) if the response to 
the authoriZation is not successful. To successfully complete 
the authoriZation procedure, Adam must send a correct 
response to the challenge. If the response to the challenge is 
not correct, the authoriZation procedure fails and the process 
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ends (block 272). The mail server may if desired send a 
challenge reply message to Adam’s mail client indicating 
Adam failed the challenge, and may also alloW Adam a 
predetermined number of responses before Bob’s mail 
server 24 locks out preauthoriZation requests from Adam’s 
address. If Adam sends a correct response to the challenge, 
Bob’s mail server 24 may send a positive acknowledgement. 

[0036] Upon a successful completion of the challenge, 
Bob’s mail server 24 Will take the necessary actions to 
ensure that Adam is authoriZed to send mail messages to Bob 
(block 266). On some systems, this Would entail adding 
Adam to an “accept list.” In the system shoWn in FIG. 4 and 
described above, Adam’s address may be added to a data 
base With a positive score that satis?es the qualifying 
threshold, or Adam’s current score may be increased to give 
Adam a positive score that satis?es the qualifying threshold. 
Apositive response is sent back to Adam’s mail client (block 
268) to indicate the successful completion of the authoriZa 
tion procedure. An intelligent mail client Will then update its 
local database responsive to the action taken by Bob’s mail 
server (block 270). 

Endless Challenge Prevention 

[0037] FIG. 8 shoWs a procedure to prevent endless 
challenges in systems that employ a challenge-response 
scheme to thWart spammers. If, for example, Bob’s mail 
server 24 sends a challenge to Adam’s mail server 16, the 
procedure in FIG. 8 Would prevent Adam’s mail server 16 
from challenging the challenge. Endless challenges are 
prevented by use of a special authoriZation code in mes 
sages. 

[0038] As shoWn in FIG. 8, Adam composes a standard 
mail message to Bob in a mail client 14 (block 302). Adam’s 
mail client 14 inserts an authoriZation code into a ?rst 
predetermined location, denoted as H1, in the message 
header (block 304). The authoriZation code acts as a pass 
Word that, When inserted into a reply message, alloWs the 
reply messages to pass through Adam’s mail server 16 
Without prior authoriZation. After inserting the authoriZation 
code into the outgoing message,Adam’s mail client 14 sends 
the message (block 306) Which ultimately reaches Bob’s 
mail server 24 (block 308). 

[0039] It is assumed in this example that Adam is not 
previously authoriZed to send messages to Bob so Bob’s 
mail server 24 initiates the challenge-response process. 
Bob’s mail server 24 looks for and ?nds the authoriZation 
code in a ?rst predetermined location in the message header 
H1 and extracts this code (block 310). Bob’s mail server 24 
generates a challenge and sends the challenge to Adam 
(block 312). Bob’s mail server 24 inserts Adam’s authori 
Zation code in a second predetermined location, denoted as 
H2, in the header of the challenge message. Bob’s mail 
server 24 quarantines the original message and Waits for a 
reply to the challenge. 

[0040] Adam’s mail server 16 receives the challenge mes 
sage (block 314) but does not recogniZe the sender of the 
challenge. Adam’s mail server 16 then looks for an autho 
riZation code in the message header H2 (block 316). The 
authoriZation code extracted from the challenge message is 
compared to Adam’s authoriZation code. If it is a match, the 
challenge message is delivered to Adam’s mail client 14 as 
if it Was from an authoriZed sender (block 318). If the 
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authoriZation code does not match, the message Would be 
treated like any other non-authoriZed message. 

Veri?ed Mail Registry 
[0041] FIGS. 9 and 10 illustrate an alternate system for 
preventing spam that employs a mail registry maintained by 
a trusted party. The veri?ed mail registry may be used in 
conjunction With or as an alternative to the challenge 
response systems described above, or With conventional 
challenge-response systems. In a challenge-response system 
(CRS), every time a sender sends an initial message to a 
recipient, the sender must complete an authoriZation process 
that can be as inef?cient as a challenge response or as quick 
as a pre-emptive authoriZation discussed above. In either 
case, a neW user ?rst establishing service on the Internet Will 
have to authoriZe himself/herself With every other person 
With Whom he/she typically exchange messages. Currently, 
CRSs are scarce, so this Will be a minor occurrence. HoW 

ever, as challenge-response systems become more common, 
users Will ?nd themselves authoriZing a large number of 
times. Also, anyone changing email addresses Will have to 
obtain authoriZation for the neW address. The veri?ed mail 
registry provides a method to avoid the inconveniences 
associated With conventional CRSs by establishing a trusted 
agent that authenticates all mail messages. 

[0042] The veri?ed registry includes a registry server 28 
that maintains a database of registered users that have agreed 
to use email under certain terms that include an agreement 
not to use email for delivery of unsolicited bulk email. A 
trusted agent operates maintains the registry server 28, 
establishes uniform standards and policies for email usage, 
and polices compliance With established standards. The 
trusted agent may sanction users that violate the established 
standards. If registered users repeatedly violate the estab 
lished standards, the trusted agent may suspend or cancel the 
users account. 

[0043] Every user having an account With the veri?ed mail 
registry is assigned a master code that is knoWn only to the 
user and the trusted agent. The master code is equivalent to 
a secret key for cryptographic algorithms and may be 
generated in the same manner. Key generation algorithms 
are Well-knoWn in the art and are not therefore described 
herein. The master code is stored in the registry database 
along With the user’s account number, email address, and 
possibly other identifying data. The veri?ed mail registry 
may store the user name and mailing address or other contact 
information for billing purposes and policing activities. 

[0044] A registered user can create one or more temporary 
codes for insertion into outgoing mail messages, and register 
the temporary codes With the veri?ed mail registry. The 
recipients of a message sent by a registered mail sender can 
verify that the sender is a registered user by sending a 
veri?cation request containing the temporary codeWord and 
sender’s address extracted from the incoming mail message 
to the veri?ed mail registry for veri?cation. Aregistry server 
28 compares the temporary code and address to entries in the 
registry database and sends a reply to the requestor indicat 
ing Whether the sender is a registered mail sender. The 
incoming mail message Will be processed by the recipient’s 
mail server based on the response from the veri?ed mail 
registry. 
[0045] FIG. 9 illustrates the interaction betWeen a mail 
delivery system, Which could be either a mail client or a mail 
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server, and the registry server. The following discussion 
assumes that the mail delivery system is a mail client. The 
mail sender, Adam, composes a message to Bob (block 402) 
and transmits the mail message to Bob. The mail client 14 
creates a temporary code for insertion into the outgoing mail 
message (block 404). This temporary code may comprise for 
eXample an arbitrary teXt string composed of various char 
acters to make a unique and dif?cult to guess temporary 
code. The temporary code could also be derived by inputting 
the message into a hashing function. The temporary code 
may be generated “on-the-?y” at the time the outgoing 
message is created and sent, or may be pre-computed and 
stored in memory for use in multiple mail messages. In the 
embodiment shoWn in FIG. 9, the temporary code is created 
“on-the-?y” and is used for a single mail message. 

[0046] The mail client 14 sends a registration message 
containing the user’s account, master code, and temporary 
code to the registry server (block 406). The registration 
message is preferably encrypted using a public key crypto 
graphic algorithm to prevent eavesdropping. The registra 
tion message may contain a count value that that speci?es 
the number of times that the temporary code may be used, 
or a time value that speci?es hoW long the temporary code 
can be used. The time value may be a absolute time (3:00 
PM the folloWing Friday), or a relative time, (three days 
from the date of the registration message). The registry 
server 28 receives and validates the registration message 
(block 408, 410). If the user’s account and master code are 
valid, the registry stores the temporary code in the veri?ed 
mail registry (block 412). The registry server sends a veri 
?cation response to the sender to indicating the results of the 
validation process (block 414). The mail client 14 then 
places the temporary code in a special registry header ?eld 
and the user’s account in a second registry header ?eld 
(block 418) and sends the mail message (block 420). 
[0047] FIG. 10 illustrates the interaction betWeen the mail 
server 24 for the recipient of the mail message and the 
veri?ed mail registry. When a mail server 24 receives a 
message that is not from an authoriZed sender, the existence 
of the special registry header informs the mail server 24 that 
the sender is part of the veri?ed mail registry system (block 
452). The mail server 24 extracts the account information 
and temporary code from the incoming message, establishes 
communications With the registry server 28, and sends a 
veri?cation request containing the sender’s account and 
temporary code to the registry server 28 (block 454). The 
registry server 28 receives the veri?cation request (block 
456) and validates the message by comparing the temporary 
code and account eXtracted from the veri?cation request to 
the codes and account in the veri?ed mail registry (block 
458). If the sender’s account and the temporary code from 
the veri?cation request match What is stored in the veri?ed 
mail registry, the registry server 28 sends back an affirmative 
response to the veri?cation request (block 460). The mail 
server 24 evaluates the veri?cation response (block 462) and 
forWards the message to the MDA 34 for delivery to the 
recipient if a positive response is received (block 464). 
Because of the special registry header, the sender is not 
inconvenienced With having to respond to a challenge, or 
having the message quarantined or deleted. If the response 
from the registry server is negative, the mail server 24 treats 
the message as a normal unauthoriZed message and may 
invoke an alternate authoriZation procedure, such as a chal 

lenge-response procedure (block 466). 
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[0048] The veri?ed mail registry may be centrally man 
aged much in the same Way domain names and key certi? 
cates are managed. To be included in the veri?ed mail 
registry, an individual Will have to present suf?cient creden 
tials to a member of the registry organiZation to assure the 
registry organiZation that the individual is Who they say they 
are and can be traced back in the event they abuse their 
inclusion in the veri?ed mail registry. Registry organiZations 
Will charge for their services and prevent abusers from 
returning by tracking abuse by credit card numbers, driver’s 
license numbers, or other such identifying numbers that 
cannot be easily duplicated after being kicked out of the 
registry database. This Would prevent spammers from cre 
ating numerous accounts in the veri?ed mail registry. By 
keeping spammers out of the veri?ed mail registry, mail 
servers can safely authoriZe any sender Who has a valid 
account With the registry. The registry can also put limits on 
hoW many e-mail messages a registered user can send in a 
day. Users may subscribe to different levels of service 
alloWing a different number of daily email messages. The 
different service levels Would enable the registry to serve the 
needs of large, medium, and small businesses, as Well as the 
needs of consumers. Since legitimate users Would unlikely 
send more than a hundred e-mails in any given day, limiting 
the amount of entries an account can make Will limit 
spammers from sending out mail even if they do in?ltrate the 
registry. The registry Will increase the daily limit for users 
Who have not had complaints against them. The result is that 
the daily limit for legitimate users can be increased over 
time. 

[0049] Veri?ed mail registry authoriZation is the process 
by Which a CRS accepts a message Without the normal 
authoriZation procedures on the “advice” of a trusted outside 
party, the veri?ed mail registry. When a message delivery 
systems sends a message, the message system uses the 
sender’s account and master code to contact the veri?ed mail 
registry and store the temporary code. The message delivery 
system then puts the sender’s account and the temporary 
code in special headers and sends the message. If a message 
is sent to a list, the same passWord hash is sent to each 
recipient. The veri?ed mail registry Will delete entries after 
a speci?ed period of time (typically 3 days). 

[0050] Since the master code is required to add an entry to 
the registry database and the master code is not knoWn to 
anyone eXcept the user and the trusted agent, it becomes 
nearly impossible for a spammer to hijack the account of a 
veri?ed member of the registry. Even if a master code Were 
compromised, the daily entry limit Would prevent the spam 
mer from being able to send any WorthWhile amount of 
messages. 

Veri?ed Server Registry 

[0051] The concept of the veri?ed mail registry may also 
be used to prevent data mining by spammers and other 
persons harvesting email addresses, or other types of data. 
Spammers frequently use Web craWlers to harvest email 
addresses from usenet postings, DNS listings, or Web pages 
Where users’ email addresses are frequently posted. The Web 
craWlers are automated programs that broWse the Internet 
and eXtract information from visited sites. Web craWlers can 
be programmed to recogniZe email addresses at visited sites. 
To prevent harvesting of email addresses by spammers it is 
common for usenet servers, DNS servers, and other Web 
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servers to provide email addresses in the form of a graphic, 
Which at present is not recognized by Web crawlers harvest 
ing email addresses. Providing email addresses as a graphic 
is somewhat inconvenient for legitimate users, Who must 
type the email address into a mail client or other application 
in order to send messages or communicate the relevant data. 
It Would be preferable if the email addresses could be 
provided in teXt form for easy copying or associated With a 
hypertext link that automatically launches the user’s email 
application and ?lls in the destination address. 

[0052] The same techniques used to protect email 
addresses from spammers can be used to protect other types 
of data from data miners. The fundamental idea is that data 
may be provided in one form to unveri?ed users, and in a 
different and more convenient form for veri?ed users. Also, 
technological restraints on use of data may be imposed on 
unveri?ed users. For eXample, digital rights management 
(DRM) technology may be used to restrict hoW digital data 
is used. Unveri?ed users may be alloWed access to digital 
data With certain restrictions imposed by DRM. Veri?ed 
users may be given the same digital data With feWer or no 
restrictions imposed by DRM. 

[0053] FIG. 11 illustrates a communication system that 
alloWs Web servers to provide information in a convenient 
form to typical Web users While preventing data mining or 
harvesting of information by spammers or other unfavored 
users. The users computer 50 includes a Web broWsing 
application that is programmed to generate temporary codes 
and register the temporary codes With a Web registry 54 as 
previously described. The temporary code may be valid for 
only a limited number of requests, or valid for the session, 
or for a limited time period to prevent the temporary code 
from being useful to a spammer. The user’s Web broWsing 
application inserts the temporary code into a request (block 
504) and sends the request to a Web server (block 506). The 
request is received by the Web server 52 (block 508). The 
Web server 52 checks for a temporary code in the request 
(block 510). If a temporary code is present, the Web server 
52 sends a veri?cation request to the Web registry 54 (block 
512). The Web registry 54 receives the veri?cation request 
from the Web server 52 (block 514), validates the temporary 
code (block 516), and sends a veri?cation response to the 
Web server 52 (block 518). When the Web server 52 receives 
the veri?cation response from the Web registry 54, it sends 
the requested data to the user’s Web broWsing application 
(block 520, 522). The data is sent in a format depending 
upon the veri?cation response. If the veri?cation response is 
negative, the data is sent in a ?rst format (block 520). If the 
veri?cation response is positive, the data is sent in a second 
format (block 522). For eXample, if the Web server 52 stores 
Web pages containing email addresses, the Web server may 
send a Web page containing the email address as a graphic 
if the veri?cation response is negative, and send a Web page 
containing the email address as normal teXt With an active 
link if the veri?cation response is positive. If the request 
from the user’s Web broWsing application does not include 
a temporary code, the request Would be treated as an 
unveri?ed request. This alloWs backWard compatibility With 
Web broWsers that do not provide a temporary code. 

[0054] The foregoing description describes a number of 
techniques that may be implemented to combat spam. The 
methods described may be used in a variety of different 
combinations, or may be implemented individually. 
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What is claimed is: 
1. A method implemented by a mail client application of 

authoriZing a mail server to receive electronic mail mes 
sages, comprising: 

determining the destination address of an outgoing elec 
tronic mail message; and 

sending an authoriZation message to a mail server that 
handles incoming mail; 

said authoriZation message containing the destination 
address of the outgoing electronic mail message and an 
authoriZation code authoriZing the mail server to 
receive electronic mail messages originating from the 
intended recipient of the outgoing mail message. 

2. The method of claim 1 further comprising determining 
Whether mail originating from the destination address of the 
outgoing message has been previously authoriZed, Wherein 
said authoriZation message is sent by the mail client only if 
it is determined that the mail server has not previously been 
authoriZed to receive mail messages originating from the 
destination address of the outgoing message. 

3. The method of claim 2 Wherein determining Whether 
mail originating from the destination address of the outgoing 
message has been previously authoriZed comprises compar 
ing the destination address of the outgoing mail message to 
addresses in stored in a local database accessible to the mail 
client. 

4. The method of claim 3 Wherein determining Whether 
mail originating from the destination address of the outgoing 
message has been previously authoriZed further comprises 
sending a query to the mail server to determine Whether the 
mail originating from the destination address of the outgoing 
message has been previously authoriZed. 

5. A method implemented by a mail server of handling 
incoming mail, comprising: 

receiving an authoriZation message from a user, said 
authoriZation message including a mail address and an 
authoriZation code authoriZing the mail server to 
receive electronic mail messages for the user originat 
ing from the designated mail address; and 

con?guring the mail server responsive to the authoriZation 
message to accept mail from the designated address to 
the user Without challenge; and 

challenging a sender of an incoming mail message for 
Which no previous authoriZation eXists. 

6. The method of claim 5 Wherein con?guring the mail 
server to accept electronic mail messages from the desig 
nated address comprises adding the sender to a list of 
authoriZed senders. 

7. The method of claim 5 Wherein con?guring the mail 
server to accept electronic mail messages from the desig 
nated address comprises assigning a qualifying score to a 
sender score associated With the sender, Wherein the sender 
score is used to determine a message score for messages 
originating from the sender. 

8. Amethod of registering With a mail server to send mail 
to a designated recipient, comprising: 

determining the destination address of an outgoing elec 
tronic mail message intended for the designated recipi 
ent; 
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sending an authorization request to the mail server for the 
designated recipient, said authorization request includ 
ing a source address associated With the sender and the 
destination address of the outgoing mail message; 

receiving a challenge from the mail server responsive to 
the authoriZation request; and 

sending a response to the challenge. 
9. The method of claim 8 further comprising determining 

Whether a sender of the outgoing mail message has been 
previously authoriZed, Wherein said authoriZation request is 
sent only if it is determined that the sender has not previ 
ously been authoriZed to send mail messages to the desig 
nated recipient. 

10. The method of claim 9 Wherein determining Whether 
a sender of the outgoing mail message has been previously 
authoriZed comprises comparing the destination address to a 
local database that stores addresses for Which the sender has 
been previously authoriZed to send electronic mail mes 
sages. 

11. The method of claim 10 Wherein determining Whether 
a sender of the outgoing mail message has been previously 
authoriZed further comprises sending a query to the mail 
server for the designated recipient. 

12. The method of claim 8 further comprising sending an 
authoriZation preference to the mail server indicating the 
type of challenge to be sent. 

13. A method of authoriZing a sender to send electronic 
mail messages to a designated recipient, comprising: 

receiving an authoriZation request at a mail server for the 
designated recipient for the sender, said authoriZation 
request including a source address associated With the 
sender and the destination address of the designated 
recipient; 

sending a challenge to the sender of the authoriZation 
request; 

con?guring the mail server to accept mail for the desig 
nated recipient from the sender if an acceptable 
response to the challenge is received; and 

challenging a sender of an incoming mail message for 
Which no previous authoriZation exists. 

14. The method of claim 13 Wherein con?guring the mail 
server to accept mail for the designated recipient comprises 
assigning a qualifying score to a sender score associated 
With the sender, Wherein the sender score is used to deter 
mine a message score for messages originating from the 
sender. 

15. An electronic mail system comprising: 

a computer having a processor and a memory; 

a mail client application stored in memory and executed 
by said processor, said mail client application including 
code to: 

determine the destination address of an outgoing elec 
tronic mail message; and 

send an authoriZation message to a mail server that 

handles incoming mail, said authoriZation message 
containing the destination address of the outgoing 
electronic mail message and an authoriZation code 
authoriZing the mail server to receive electronic mail 
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messages originating from the intended recipient of 
the outgoing mail message. 

16. The electronic mail system of claim 15 Wherein the 
mail client application further includes code to determine 
Whether mail originating from the destination address of the 
outgoing message has been previously authoriZed, and to 
send the authoriZation message only if it is determined that 
the mail server has not previously been authoriZed to receive 
mail messages originating from the destination address of 
the outgoing message. 

17. The electronic mail system of claim 16 Wherein the 
mail client application includes code to compare the desti 
nation address of the outgoing mail message to addresses in 
stored in a local database to determine Whether mail origi 
nating from the destination address of the outgoing mail 
message has been previously authoriZed. 

18. The electronic mail system of claim 16 Wherein the 
mail client application includes code to query the mail server 
to determine Whether the mail originating from the destina 
tion address of the outgoing message has been previously 
authoriZed. 

19. A electronic mail system implemented by a mail 
server of handling incoming mail, comprising: 

a computer having a processor and a memory; 

a mail server application stored in memory and executed 
by said processor, said mail server application includ 
ing code to: 

process authoriZation messages received from a user, 
said authoriZation messages including a designated 
mail address and an authoriZation code authoriZing 
the mail server to receive electronic mail messages 
for the user originating from the designated mail 
address; 

con?gure the mail server responsive to the authoriZa 
tion message to accept mail for the user from the 
designated address Without challenge; and 

send a challenge to the sender of an incoming mail 
message for Which no previous authoriZation exists. 

20. The electronic mail system of claim 19 Wherein the 
code to con?gure the mail server to accept electronic mail 
messages from the designated address adds the sender to a 
list of authoriZed senders. 

21. The electronic mail system of claim 19 Wherein the 
code to con?gure the mail server to accept electronic mail 
messages from the designated address assigns a qualifying 
score to a sender score associated With the sender, Wherein 
the sender score is used to determine a message score for 
messages originating from the sender. 

22. An electronic mail system for registering With a mail 
server to send mail to a designated recipient, comprising: 

a computer having a processor and a memory; 

a mail client application stored in memory and executed 
by said processor, said mail client application including 
code to: 

determine the destination address of an outgoing elec 
tronic mail message intended for the designated 
recipient; 

send an authoriZation request to the mail server for the 
designated recipient, said authoriZation request 






